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2/15/72

lire Robert G, Vawter, Bircctor of Information
Genorel Services Adrministration
Wachington, D.C.

Dear lir, Vawter, .

I do apureciate your phone call yesterday afternoon and the offer that to you seems
reasonzule but to me at this'moment is impossible. However, with my present physical 5
handicap and the volume of correspondence that has been mode’ necessary since what I rega:r.-d Ladby
as @eliberate harrassment began, it-is beyond my capability,

Also, I eppreciate your candor in talling}ne that you are not really familiar with the
regulations which lead to appeals under the Frecdowm of Information law to you or with the
law itself, Frankly, I do not see how you can be the person to whom appeals are made m.tlnw i
this L:no.rlcdge. not il the appeal is to have any meem.ng. E

Where we disagree is in your view that I should just file endless suits. This is not
the intent of the Congress or the law. The purpose of the law is to make public information
availcole to all citizens. I the volume of correspondence has become burdensome, as it
certainly has to be, I believe the remedy lies with the cause, which is on the lower level, '
not the level of zppeals. One example is the challenge you uould not accept, the inordinate;.

“elays in peldng response, not only to proper questions but Yo specific requests. Here I.
refer not to the language of the stetute, for identifieble records, but for what is much
easier to locate and supply, identified records. If you cause e search to be made of this |
corresvondence, and I believe the obligation is the government's once I make the charge if
its purpose is complience with the law, you will find thet repeatecly long periods of time
pess without response,

As I said, I will meke & few specific ap:eals to you from memory, having no other ¢
cnoice at the moment. I preface it by informing you of & ruling by the Attorney General
in a lctter to me, that long delay in itself constitutes denial end warrants appeal, the
net effect beinys refusal.

TP

Tine for res xonge. I apneal the Archivists's refusal to pmnde me with the tzune in
wnicii requests for identifiable public information is to be answered. I recognize tiat
rezponse to lettérs tekes longer. I know, as the correspondence shows, that a time for
rezponse is indicated on receivt. I believe I am entitled to this informstion end it :!.s
required informetion if I am to use other alternatives available under the law, '

LUmoronGUS o.' dromsfer, I an surprised tinat you kiow nothing of this document, for I

AIDn AT anD wloeewatdd 3o Tddne: Yoo nuve clryendcy noies Unleso ‘.:':.o,-;. uvol. viom you écpend -
Lat e bk eofle mten BEUL W OMAENTE Fap 37T WD Sy o MEIART Gun VB Sae Ghuet R
g el i) Gt allay b B8, g wealVil B0 Wdhg Ue wdvailng] ode Rpamd T8 L8 WLy BE TLlevilt,

tie point I tried to muke in our couversation, And if you are d\.cld:n.ng an appeal, who
Geeides whut iz relevant k.loulu.gc for you to r..:we in reaching a deceisicn? hose vho have

dlvedsdy nade tihs deelzion wp ¢rd2d? I aped L Sejv tad rpefdil so e of fiis dogwonigs )
LULLse YOd et GLairely w.awere ol 1, L owa.e tne Teollowiay enplanation, which ghould =lzo
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~elyn wisicou Tor a nuuber of ltens rolevant to tue aoccescination and its iuvestigation,

u e hreen ol LoD UAviln, oo Sof=le Thds memorandun was used by the
il Ll A a T . e T ee wn e pencade dBovt o jesr lulor 6o sorord
. e T v o rRws e ses B caonZ Gl B dsy ReHAN 02 tie so-cilled Clnrk nonel
L e varedid Gdie PuUpelUUe UpOH Viritus Ltuiade Jse becoue a factor and relevont
wioor e dnericsn rail Line: Lid, ve Gulick duuiiicn, of .hich you should aleo imou if

you are to devide apueuls, This wecision holds tuet Dy any use wnatsoever, any pre-exdisting
exenption from disclosure is wuived. Thus, use in any wuy by this governmeni ponel eliminat

.any right to withiiold thoet may have exdsteds

Upon publication of this panel report, 1 ande a nuwiber of verbal and written requests
for a copy of this uemorandum of tran§fer. It required about three months for me to be told
that this was a private paper entrusted to th: Archives for safe-kecping by the Kennedy
family, an explenation I found not only incredible but one it certeinly did not require
so long a time to determine. During this long interval, I was inforned that I would be
given a dicision momentarily, including by the Archivici, in person, in Judge Ezlleck's
courtroom, When I.was so informed, I reguested as an elternative a copy of the government's
copy of this nemorandum of trancfer, sajj°ipecifically, not the copy held to be the private
paper of the Kennedy family. After a lapse of tiue I was given the same "explanation" and.
was agein refused, I then asked the Secret Service for a copy of its copy. The Secret Servi
decided to provide it, but elected to do so tnrough the ilational Archives. It informs me .
that it sent & copy with a covering letier the day af ter oy request. The Archives never
informed me of this, not even efter I learned of it by inquiry at the Secret Services
In response to Ly subscquent and specifie inquiry et the ilational Archives, lir, larion
Johnson told me a decision was pneding as to whether or not the copy sent to the Archives
for me would be given to me. After the lapse of more time and further inquiries, even
this copy was rcfused ne,

It is uy Leliefl that reganiless of any and all other comsiderations, in this matter
ae Secrot Service is what the Attorney Gen%x"gl';.::.‘lt-i.gngrﬁmum descrives as the sgency of
%%ggg&gg concern, anc that no other agency fias?of‘ Sart® aj:tampt to exerciseé the decision-nsk
I“shch'En agency to make a docunent available to the epolicant. The Archives has followed

the practize of naldng available to me copies of such luticrs frow the Secret Service. In
this case I would like a copy of the covering letter also. While it may be felt that this
letter cen be neld to be an internsl com.unicaiion, prectise and Americen hail, in this
case, in my view, waive any such rigut, if it existed. ‘

lgweover, t e use documented above weives any rignt that mey have existed to withhald
from me the governuent's copy of this nemorandun ana sny receipis part thereof or relevant
theretos

Pictures of Exhibits 39%-5. I appeel ‘the decision to deny certain pictures to me on
the o..ois toev cli ere, under the regulations as of the time of my initiel request, guaran
equasl access. Access denled me was granted to another, On January T of thnis year, after I
was denied and after it was sworn in court that nobody was permitted {fo view these exnibit
I also ap.exl the refusal of tie Archivist to orovide copies of erfzting pittures made fro
tac exksting color nesatives expoced by the FII as agent for end at the request of the War

Coucdignion, In thnis cosmwt.ction I rauind you of tne langumge of the At.o-ney General's liemo
pagz 24, waich in ny vied repsives Liin ol tie Arcrivez,
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SOLULTOL ab COWIT, AL Tunull weli) Lo QUECRIION 0L tie courte Wie archives imew this and
1 eéiztely ofter procuring this decicion, changed the regulations so that under them it
ald not be reguired to grant this accesse It then wel [72d providing me with a copy of tI
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.n such = savjuct, :
I have been put to considerable cost anu trouble on this waiter, all of it improper
The hrchives' prints of the existing negative? are incapable of being copled by its coup

w. Dhotographerse While I should not huve had to depind upon copies of copies to begin with

believe I am within my rights in aciing for tic bost rossibtle orints nade from the exdist

{*~. .negatives, which arc, in any event, required o be in the po:scession of th: Archives or

~9

—

the very least available to it under executive order of 10/2%f 31/66., I believe the mone
have wasted on useless copies should be applied to the cost of complying with oy origina
request, which vas for prints made froo the negatives. If these negatives are, as they
siould be, capable of enlargement, then I would like ay request to be interpreted as for
the arces of datage only, as -described in my written requests, and to be certain that th
is no unnecessary or wasted work or trouble for the government, I will go to whatever la
is used for this work at thz time the enlargemznts are cade at the tinmz they are made, s
that there can be no doubt of the limited area of my research interest, the area of dams
to these exhibits,

Hith regard to pictures I requested be taken for me of this evidence and cppies to
be provided to ne at my cost, I think you shouli takem into conziderstion that despite
contrary rcpresentations, at the time of my recuest both the GSA~farily contract znd reg
coubined on this to guarentee me such pictures. I am, frankly, estounded that you would
made any ruling without knowledge, as you disclosed yesterday, of the existence of this
contract. Because the record is clear that you are not sufficiently informed for the mak
of decisions; I will quote for you the relevant passages, although I -think this should b

:en done for you within the government,

In tkis coatract, I(2)(b) guarantees "access" to "any serious scholer or investigat
of matters relating to the death of the late President for purposes relevant to his stud
thereof", The only right to deny is "in order to prevent undignified or sensational Tepr
duction", an ellegation never made or cleimed eni, in fect, never responded to vhen I ma
cirect chcllenge for a showing of how the pictures I requested were susceptible of such
use. 48 a matter of recorded fect, the: representative of thc executors of thu estate, in
writing, oflered no objection to the providing of the pictu res I recuesteds III(1) auth
tne tadng of photogrpans for "persons authorizei to have access under 1(2).

Under 5. of the regulations in cffect at the tine of my reguest, I was guaranteed ¢
of the pictures I requested. The language is,"photagraphs of these reterisls will be fur
tqresearchers as a substitute for visual exauination of the htums thenselves."(uvphasis
“aere is no coubt about intent or requirement: "In the event that existing photographs d
not meet the needs of the researcher additionzl photographic views will be made. A charg
nay be vade for unusually difficult or time-consuming photography. Paotogrephs reproduce
frox existing nepetives...vill be furnished on rejuect for tihe ususl fees." The easuing
lenguaze guthorizing the witnholding of comies of such vhotographs was weived by the rep
Dioeathidve ol tae excculeors of tav estate, in writing. Anl, as cey Be unaiown to you,
fovogrepus of thds clotihing have been widely published by the govermment and others, arx
provided by the hrcnives regularly, and only "uncignified- or sensationsl” use is proseri
In the cbsence of a showing tint I intended such use or that it,indeed, wes possible wit
ine picture 1 reauested, I believe I en entitled to the copies requested. You will notet
“%dm to. e corcher uno Greides, oo should b to. case, whzt his needs ar:, undar both
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Refugal to e of cony of GS&—*nmils contract, I have askeé at length and repeatedly
Tor on cxplonation of how, with thi. reacons ;~ven for denying me a2 coyy of this document
when I woed for it on approxiiately Lovember 1, 1906, it could cver be nede available to
aiyone ii' the reason given were geauine, and how, under tho regulations, which require
equal access, it was then denied to ne for & long period and urtil after it was given
exclusively té another, Existence of my prior requedt is reflectcd in the letter of about
January 5, 1968, from the Archivist. *t was not writien until after exclusive rights were
given to and exercised by another, lio% only do I belicve thet I an entitled to this infor-
Dation, but I believe your understanding of whet is involved and waot rractise has been
is necessiry to your Trondering of prover Judgenmerits and decisions. Here you will find
repeated violations of the regulations, to my (in¢ended) damage.

Refusnl to replace and Drovide covies of miszine nublic information, The Archivist hag |
repeatealy refused to obtainw what he is required to have in Fis erchive when he alleges '
copies ere misuing, documents that can in cvery case be Provided znd under the law must
be provided by the sgencies of origine, I appeal his refusal to do this, and I egain call
to your attention the cited language of the 4ttormey General's liecogandun, which further-
requires that he forward all such recuests if he does not hirself £il] them, Because lists :
of all unfil_ed requests are supvosed to be kept, he can in ediately provide me with the .
ccpies I have asked and have not received, ;

Excoutive sessions, I have asked for gertain withheld executive sessions of the
Conzission, In scie cases I have specific knowledge or the content, I have repeated my
Tequets in severel way, including for all of the sessions except the peszes clained to be
Properly withheld, wrich has been the practise with other executive sessions; end by showing
tuet the authorization for withnolding is not avslieable, T have ased for explenations of
LFov the cited authority to withhold can be applicable, Although tie Archivist has not so
informed nme and has not, in fact, responded to the vest of my recol_ection, I have reason \
to telieve he has now changed his reasons and has not provided me with his changed reasons.

I believe I am entitled to the transeripts except where they clecrly fell within one of
the exemntions of the law, am then entitled to all but those portions droperly exempt under {
the law, end am entitled to the explanations requested, for ell of whieh L herewith appeal, |

These are specific requests of the nature you asked for yestercay, Until after consultat '
with an orthopaedic surgeon on iarch 1 it is fiot safg for me 1o use oy left nand in searching
cueci packed files as mine are, If e2ll the dates are apuroxinate exceot where what I needed
to consult was not in my filing cabinets, where they are exsct, I telicve they are accurate e
or at the very leaszt close enough Yo provide no problem o th. Archivist in supslying you 3
with such conies az you ney desirc, Until thig corzulfation, I wil: not know whothee su-gery
will b: resuired, i wiich event the liritation on physicsl eanability will continue longer,
fowever, elthouqh ~ou geen to be wnavare of it, it is Ly understanéing that theve is supposed
O b2 g list ol &ll uwiieu reguesis Jor iucnsiiizile information aud, ia Zzet, przciise shows |
thic to be the case, as the above-cited instences and Jour own l:tier dizclose, It thereflore
s:iould not be necescary for re to search tlis euormous correspondence to provide you with a
list of what I have been refused,

ol
Ve Wedestlien to try enc inform you fullye. I nowe you will uwiderstend thic i the
SUOLE L4 i Lew i of uidz leTier, cuu tand ta coupcuing ane typing or it requires -
muCn Lore tinc than the reauings fou cowplaineu avout lengthe I am its chief victim, as I
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